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REMARKS 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested, 

Entry of the above amendments is courteously requested in or|der to 
place all claims in this application in allowable condition and/or to place 
the non-allowed claims in better condition for consideration on appeal 

Claim 6 remains in this application. Claims 1 through 5 and 7 through 
16 have been cancelled. No claims have been withdrawn or added. 

Paragraphs 1 through 5 of the Office Action 

Claims 1, 2 and 14 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(1}) as 
being anticipated by Fantom Orb Disk Drive, 



Claims 3 through 6, 9 f 15 and 16 have been rejected under 35 
Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fantom Orb Disk Drive. 

Claims I through 4 and 14 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Bush. 



Claim 6 has been rewritten to include the requirements of claim 5 from 
which it formerly depended, and therefore the amendment of claim 6 does 
not present any new issues for search or consideration, although 
reconsideration of the previous rejection of claim is being requeste 



Claim 6 requires, in part, "wherein the activity indicator 
single color LED". 



It is conceded in the rejection of claim 5 (now incorporated irito claim 
6) in the Office Action that "Fantom does not specifically disclose 
claimed activity indicator including a single color LED", but then 
contended that (emphasis added): 



it 



U.S.C. 



Section 



includes a 



:he 
is 
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[HJowever it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skil 



art that a single color LED would be able to accomplish the same 



indication by providing a steady indication when no disk accdss was 
occurring (representing the steady green light as disclosed by Fantom) 
and also able to provide the flashing indication when disk acoesses 



I in the 



were occurring (representing the flashing amber light as disci 
Fantom) and using a single color LED would lower costs 



osed by 



However, it is submitted that the Fantom would not suggest to one of 
ordinary skill in the art that (1) a single color LED would be able tl provide 
the same function, or that (2) a single color LED would "lower cost 



that the 
matter 
dicating 
se 
in the 
suitable 
ing 

ight and 



m 



With respect to the first assertion of the rejection, it is noted 
Fantom device employs at least three LEDs (one for each color — no 
how they may be grouped about the same opening in the case) for ii 
a plurality of operating conditions for the drive, and to indicate the 
multiple operating conditions, it is apparent to one of ordinary skil 
art that a single LED (much less a single color LED) would not be i 
modification of the Fantom drive to represent these multiple operat 
conditions. One could speculate as to which operating conditions 
might not be necessary for use on the Fantom drive, but that is mere 
speculation, and one of ordinary skill in the art is not motivated to impair 
the functionality of the drive or the indicating system for some reason not 
stated in the art. 

With respect to the second assertion of the rejection — that one of 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make the allegedly obvious 
modification of the Fantom drive to "lower costs" — it is submitted that there 
is no suggestion in that Fantom device to do so, especially (as noted above) 
when the modification proposed in the rejection would reduce the 
functionality. While a less expensive cost is one of the benefits of the 
claimed invention, the claimed invention can perform the claimed functions 
without impairment of the indication of the operating conditions of the 
system and hard disk drive. This is in contrast to the proposal in the 
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rejection that one of ordinary skill in the art would find it obvious to 
diminish the indicating functionality of the Fantora device simply to "lower 
costs". Again, while one may speculate that that might occur, it cannot be 
assumed that one of ordinary skill in the art would find such degradation of 
function to be "obvious". 



It is further stated in the rejection that: 



in the 



Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
art to use a single color LED. Also at any point in time, the disclosed 
indicator of Fantora is always indicating only a single color, whether 
it be green, amber or red and would therefore be providing sir.j 
color indication and would therefore be considered a single-color LED 
by one of ordinary skill in the art. 



Simply because one may be able to isolate the indications of different 
operating conditions of the Fantom drive from each other does not lead one 
of ordinary skill in the art to remove the structure (other color LEDs) that 
provides the capability to indicate other operating conditions. (Also, 
nothing in the Fantom document suggests that the different LED colors are 
not being simultaneously displayed to indicate two conditions.) Again, the 
modification proposed in the rejection removes indication functionality 
from the Fantom drive, and there is no motivation for one of ordinary skill 
in the art to reduce the function of the Fantom drive by employing 4 a single 
color LED" as an indicator. The last statement in this portion appears 
simply to speculate about a dissection of the function of the Fantoir drive 
by one of ordinary skill in the art without providing any explanation of why 
one would engage in such a dissection by isolating one indicating function 
from another indicating function. 

Lastly, in the Response to Arguments section of the Office Action, it 
is stated that: 
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Regarding argument neither the Bush reference nor the 
Fantom reference disclose using more than one led to provide the 
status information as claimed. Bush uses one LED as disclosed in 
column 3, lines 42-68 and column 4, lines 1-6. Fantom uses one LED 
as shown in the Front Panel illustration. 

However, simply because the Fantom drive has a single opening in ihe face 
for the indicator does not lead one of ordinary skill in the art to believe that 
the Fantom drive only has one LED, particularly when one of ordinary skill 
in the art recognizes that the indicator clearly displays three different 
colors (possibly two at the same time), and thus requires three different 
LEDs or at least an LED that displays three colors, and not a single color 
LED. 

It is therefore submitted that the Fantom Orb Disk Drive reference 
would not lead one of ordinary skill in the art to the applicant's claimed 
invention as defined in claim 6, especially with the requirements set forth 
above, and therefore it is submitted that claim 6 is allowable over tne prior 
art. 

Withdrawal of the §103(a) rejection of claim 6 is therefore 
respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 

In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks, early 
reconsideration and allowance of this application are most courteou 
solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
WOODS, FULLER, SHULTZ & SMITH P.C. 



sly 




Date 



Jeffrey A, Proehl (Reg. No. 3 5,987) 

Customer No. 40,158 

P.O. Box 5027 

Sioux Falls, SD 57117-5027 

(605)336-3890 FAX (605)339-3357 
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